!'r. William A. Emerson, Jr., Editor 
The Saturday Evening Foot 
64l Lexington Ave. 

Feu York N.Y. 10022 



Dear Sir: 




7Ii\q article " Tho Oroao-firo That Killed President Aon'ody" in the 'Dm. 2 
iaouo of the Poet, will undoubtedly have a groat appeal to -any poonlo, esmocially 
thooa who have not read certain books and articles on the subject, (bookb that wore 
written after exhaustive research and citudy and with careful regard for the fact’) 
or those vino do not read the Poet article oo.rofully and thoughtfully. X find 
parts of it interesting and thought provoking, but X also find much about it that 
oalln for criticism (such as ovor-onphaein on "new" findings, failure to adecuataly 
chock and ovaluato testimony, unwarranted implications as to how the author baa 
uoed technical netboda and nkillo, and unwarranted -often -i oleading- opeoulationn 
proaonted aa though they wore facte), an X have tried to state factually in tho 
following comanta. 

(References are to pages and to naragrawha numbered sonorato? *' -for oncl- 
page.) 

27 ~ otatian under picture. Theae etat&iento are given aa factual., and ao they 
t '■ w!<i noauoro in two text is there proof of their accuracy o.nd 

thus they roust bo considered as speculation. 

k? - 1, Tliin is a nice build-up but io it actually true? How docs one explain 
■ a heavy covering of warehouse dust“ on cartons that have just recent? v 
(or no it appears) boon shifted, piled or scattered about"? 

27 - 2 (portion on page 23). 13; once the source of this "climbing", "-•'.aklnr his 

way" and "roofs were empty* information? 

28 - p. "unwitting entrances*, bhat l Didn't these people khow what they were 

doing or where ti’Oy wore going? era they vender son*) sort, of ynjll? 

20 - 4. Altho not bo ntatod, it scams neoonaary to as aviso that Arnold Rowland 
who claims to have seen this young man wearing ”cfyory light-colored 
ahert - - - open at the collar" also plains to have coon that ho van c rad 1 in a a 
riflo. If the information did not cone from him, what var the source? 'ln~ciny " 
event, 1 1 4 seems very strange indeed tnat Howl and would have toon so derelict 
as not to report hie observations to proper authorities immediately, especially 
in view of tho fact that his testimony imp lion a recognition of ao io thing 
highly improper about the man .and hia rifle. 

23 - 6, Edwards and Fischer would seem to be open to even rr.oro severe oriti- 
ciata than Howland, since there were two of then and "there was souo- 
tning about this man - - - - H . The statement: "The roan seemed to be looking 

in the general direction of the knoll " indicates that they could not see 

him very clearly. They were able however, or so vie are lad to believe, to nee 
him clearly enough that "ho appeared uncomfortable" and "he didn't look like 
he was watching for the parade." (That is keen observing} 



23 - 7* This is good "co py”, for a novel , that is. 

23 - 8 9 9* 10 and 12. Whence the information about the actions of the gunmen? 

Is the author justified in creating then© vivid impressions based on 
speculation and made to seem more plausible by being mixed in with known facts? 

Tlio statement s "the essential outline of th© assassination in now 

apparent " implies, and falsy bo, that only "now" have the "findings of th© 

V/arron Commission" been shown to b© wrong. Why the n now"? This hag boon accep- 
ted as fact, backed up by much better data than presented in this article, and 

published months before the author evon started "his intensive research". He 
indirectly admits an ouch in paragraph. 5, page 28. 

29 - 1. Why the "scenario sketched above"? And why is it all written as though 
it wer© "hard fact"? It saoug obvious that much of it is speculation, 
but how much of it is ednoato d opoculation? 

29 - 5. Certain details, sal: as tatfplcturss rocently published for tho first 
ti’ie and cone of th© statements of witnesses and others, have indeed 
strength ©nod conclusions that havo been well established for na ny months in tho 
minds of others. Tho state rent ? ‘ " In eaoeneo, 1&n analysis of tho assassi- 
nation is not a critique of the tfemn Report-* may serve as a nice disci rang 
statement 3 but why tho pussyfooting? Hi© article in oortalnly and emphatically 
cri tical of tho Purport, as well it should bo. . 

read 

29 - Th© Author. It is too bad that ho waa unable to "find" th© n ?ihitewaah B 
books by Harold V/eisberg because if he hadTtiiai carefully he most 
certainly would not have given ©uoh o redone o to the testimony of various persons 
oitod el oetdiere in those comments. Th© statement that ho "studied evory foot of 
Donley Plaza" may be indicative of groat thoroughnoss, but just what value would 
be obtained by such a study in ouch a location, two and a half years aftor tho 
event, is neither apparent an a visibility nor indicated by any results listed 
in tho article. 

23 and 29 - Pictures. Cno item of apoculation is that th© "fourth" shot cam© 
from the vicinity of tho "4~ n page 27 . The pictures on page 20 show 
many people r inning towards what they apparently think is the aourco or? the 
ohot(n). If I road tha two pictures correctly, there are two distinct groups 
of armors. One group, iioadad by Officer Hargis, is running towards tho ovor- 
pann and Hargis is pointed out as having nearly reached tho top of tho abutment 
of the overpass . : re. hill is dhown in both pictures. In th© left on© nho is 

apparently standing still, and in th© right ono oho has crossed th© at root, 
mounted tb* stops and seems to bu loading tho othor group of runners, but not 
in the direction of tho overpass. Thee© and other details indicate that there 
wero two entirely different ideas as to the Bource(o) of the ehot(e). This is 
vor 7 significant because on the basis of the picture on page 27, the overpass 
’ 7aa 02, ^ f ^ :P,n a ® far from the Presidents car as th© point or area indicated 

by tho ’4% and is in a direction that is possibly 4^ degrees from "4" . The 
movenonto of tho groups, especially the quicker get-nway of the group that 
hoadod for tho overpass with a police officer in th© lead, suggests that of 
th© two locations tho overpass was the more likely source of the ohot (if there 
;;as only ono). however, in the artiolo the author does not consider or even 
mention this possibility. This attitude on his part ooems to match vary closely 
the on© he describes in paragraph 11 on page 59s "Put tho Commission, in' its 



has to , it uncritical ©valuation of tho facta s and it a pro disposition to provo 
Lq© Harvey Oswald the Iona assassin, overlooked much of it** Considering 
this lopsided treatment of this phase of tho subject, hoi? raid; confidence is 
ona luntif led in placing in the article as a whole? 

51 -.4. (Second sentence) Is that a true statonont? How did any question 
arine about the transit of a bill lot before tho autopsy started? 

slfni-fictin+ly "Z'Co 

51 - 6 to 18. Regardless of any rocont statements the so paragraphs -my con- 

tain 5 I an. unable to dotoct anything rnbowt Ms conclu ^ion(o) . ' z f ro 
basi.3 cone In cion was reached and published cone thing like two yearn ago* «> 
conclusion that the roport(o) of tho autopsy provided no satisfactory expla- 
nations of tho wounds ami how they were caused. Ufao auth or nakoa no nontion 
of the(otill existing?) soorecy about tho records of tho autopsy- pictures* 
X-rays, n'oton, oto.- how original preliminary draft notes wore destroyed by 
Dr. Hurnos and tho destruction of thane noton by burning* certified to by Dr» 
Kuaes. Is tho author justified in implying that ho really has the full and 
correct story about the wounds? 

?\6 - 1 to >0. lo 10 of tho detail n on till a pare my. bo now but any really sig- 
nificant and now facte el ide tho eyes of hi/c writer, 

50 - 6 7. That the projectile and the wound wore atynl oal :lo of course true 

in tho non-uoage nonce that there have novor boon and never will bo 
absolutely exact duplicates of oitbr, but in what way they wore significantly 
atypioal ooamo to bo loft up entirely to tho imagination, of the reader 

50 - 20 to 2y* foment n on these paragraphs precluded because of norc- 
f a.ui liari ty wi il » jfck o too- mi qv. o a in vo 1 7 o d „ 

50 - Tho acceptance of tho amounts of movements obtained by tho measurements 
an being accurate and of tho author’ s algebra an bainr correct* doeo 
not validate the acceleration figures 6p # 6 and ICO. 5 . In fact t 1 . 0 .. 00 nihility 
that those values ora an precise an implied by tho tort in very re 10 to indeed 0 ° 
That they are even approximately correct would be tho result f :::oT3 chance. 
Whether or not the ^complicated uc.tho atical equations ' 1 icntiouod in -r.r 

52 apply to tho acceleration calculations per so, irjbot indicated. Xnany case, 
only threo factors are involved in th^a phase of the proble-i. They .my ho 
e^roflcod in the formula 3 equals f?at^, whore 3 is tbs distance i" 1 foot over 
which uniform acceleration telcos place* a is tho acceleration in foot uor vonend 
per socond and t is tho time in socondo during which acceleration taboo place. 
With a and t known it in of course air.iplo arithmetic to find tho value of a. 
However, there is only a fantastically r.onoto chance that the impact occurred 
and the President 1 3 hoa^ began to accelerate uniformly precisely at tho hoggir- 
ning of a 1/I8th. of a second interval and that the full force of tho impact 

of the ballot and tho move lent continued until at leant tho ond of that interval. 
It is obviouoly impossible to determine fron the data available, in what part 
of ouch an interval the impact occurred, how long the force of the inpact lasted 
or how much the head moved during the tine tho force was exerted. It ia thus 
further obvious that his calculated acceleration figures aro complotoly unro- 
liable. If they wore accurate, of what value would such figures be, anyway, 
other than to give an imp re 3 si on of investigative ability, which in thin case 
does not soou to ho justified. 



- t) - 



% - 6, 7, 0 U» 9 . 7 ho author hao difficulty In undorotandirrf hot; n obot 'bron. 

. , A ^ t] }° r °?“ 3P° ri5Q P° “ ron «» right roar - 7 ';<Tj) «boo2d drlvo n nJono a? 
ooclpioa„ boro to tno loft of tbo vohiolo’a path." but ho noons to oneo totos* 
no nontax ntraln urdoratondlng how a ohot fron tho front could oo ohnttor t'-o 
poo mrlon portion of tho ohull" that a largo ploco of“tho narlotnl bona vino 
oauood oo protrudo up throng tho ocolp'’. Thio trculdnoan tint It mo rw©no’- 
^l 1 ^to^ G roat force upward aloo in a dlroctlon with a conponont directly or.no- 
ol ^2 to to pi motion of tho progoctllo. '.hat hapnonod to tho "rh^Kl fztrto) pi o 
or law o, nature nontlonod In paragraph 20 nago 90" Coco "intonnlvo rooonro?'" 

* ltt4n G Q or4n ? t0 a thooI, y ^ doflanoo of phyaloal prircloloo and lawn 
o.. mturo, or of applying tl ooo princlploo and lawo to one caoo and innodiatoto 
applying juo« tholr oppooito to another? Pot; door tbo <&hor'n tollot-fron- 
u.o-^ronu oonoluolon fit tno otatonento inparagrapbo 11 and 12. nam ’ll. v6tb 
woicn tno author ooonn to a^roc v ov cloon ho* 



'Ji - 2 & h. IS in 1066 tho abhor had oolloctod all that ho could havo found 
on tho ovont, had carefully road and evaluated oa-so (o.r. tho nlno 
roforoncoo to Brennan, In ( ”hltomoh/’} 5 lt oocno unbollavablo that Bronnan'o 
o^aoo.torrto would havo boon uood ao rollablo tootlriony.(Thio lo only ono ono of 

:D ™{ uch ,J0 ° Pftlc0 ° noriouo doubto ao to the tiorougbnooa and " 

reliability of tho author' o findings. 



- ty ~ .0 c, u. Thoao otatoaonto (In part a ropotltion of a nrooodlng rararsnnhl 
arc apparently given ao "hard facta”, tot how did Poulard aotun” to " 
bnow that ho tno looking at (or lator, that ho had toon loo Inc atHho roal 
Cannon? oouroo wo oaould not ornoot too olooo adhoronoo to fact from a 
poroon t-fcoob doocrlption placoo a "gnrman" in an oxtrono couth woof, window hot 
who, according to a photograph, in In an oxtronso cotfctoaot window, thirteen 
t&naowo at jay 0 . 



- ’ “ “?• «'.o qaootionablonooo of variouo proooding dooorintionr: fndoc into 

Pp . . ' ^oi/Pjtfloonco whon tho ctatononto In thono paragranba am oonnidorod. 

ailo nanu-sad too window open and woo otanding up, loaning out tho window with 
bou^hando oj^ondod outoldo tho window lodgo. In Me hnndo tbio nan wno holding 
a .1 io ulv-u oiio barrol pointod dowrmrd, and tho narjkto looking oouth on 
CTua^on CtrooV. If anything uoro# concerning tno reliability ^of 'arolyn 
oaM»-,or ao a witnona, or of tho good Judgonont of tb.o author in uolnr hor 
tcboluony, noodo to bo oaid, vftat would it bo? Ao oho aoouo to tiavo boon tiho 
OTuy poroon to havo oocn thio otrango porfomanoo - an aooaooln getting ready 
to c.o hie foul dead - worn all oth.or ncroona in tho vicinity otruch blind by 
oono oocult powor of thio r ’gurr.an r ? If not, what other owlnnation" 



Uj - 12. ” Too purpose^ of thio study mo to porfosv .1 a taoh of archaeology, to 
a l ^°“° Invol of contradictory ovidonoo 'r.iuol; o' 1 it novor 
putoloood} that lay toriod boncath tho ffaollo oonolualono of tho torron To^ovt, 1 ' 
that about n littlo (''oducatod' 1 ) opoculatlon to tho offoct tliat at last t o 
truth In onto that thio article - ito procuration and roloaoo - mo do'ovod 
for a period of fron two and a half to throo and a half yoarn oo that tho 
laying torn' and tho relating of a few (Juat a fov;) of tho unoountablo nuntor 
°* i<t0r;J0 °" ‘0°^ Qnt ‘ -ency, of truth and faloohood oonrootod wit; tbo cocaon- 1 - 
nation, could, by acquiring th.o antiquity of throo yoara, qualify; for t o rlorotc 
o.. -nc^ttoion in tho oatogory of "aroiiaoology 0 , - Jooin! r ?ioo.noon" brand, that in. 



'■Jnoo ouch of tho ovidonoo mo "novor publiohod" it mow moooaixy to infor 
tiint oono of it bad boon publiohod, but; by what ouporhunnn agonoy; that could do 
ao whllo tho ovidonoo "lay buylod", that in boforo It mo laid "baro" by ara’mo- 
ologlnt "hoop Cion'S 



It f urthor appoaro that tho groat moo of mtorlai palnotahingly 
noarchod out, oorrolatad, ovalaatod and published by ono Harold "olabory, wao 
not burlod long onough to qualify coarohaoologloal notarial and tbrofor ma not 
oonoidorod wrthy of any recognition tihatooovor, (but it £o vigorous an and 
rpm:) ■ 



Into rooting and infornatlvo ao tbo nrticio my bo in oono roomoto. 

It clooo not, in thlo wrltor'o opinion, provide any not? Information or oluoo 
timt^ulght bo of valuo in apprehending tho !inor{c), or thooo no, Toon a, if ouch 
thor&Ssho woro bohind tho JdUox(& or (and to ny rdnd thio io mat important 
of all) tho poroon(o) whooo boavy Landa noon to bo rooting on tho ohouidoro of 
nony pooplo in high placoo and in low, with tbo admonitions "Po thlo (or don't 
do uisa uj or ■ o If tno loot mo tmo tn.ooo nando uuot indood bo very boavyo 



Houro truly. 



